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Office Action Summary 

Khaled brown ^ | ' . l 

^WKiU^DATE^^ 

Pe TsHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY ,S SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION^ |R noevent however , may a rep , y be^eiy.ed 

- E 'tensions of time may be available under the provisions 0 ' 1 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. ^ statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely ^ 

. If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty ( 30) daysj , p.y ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ MQNTHS frorri tne m ai | ing date of th,s commun.ca.i .. 

. If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statu ory penoa , p ,1 " {Q become ABANDONED (35 U S C § 1 33, 

p,.,.. f p, 0 reniv within the set or extended period for reply will by statute cause i ,e ^ . f ! d a reduce any 

- Fjl,ure urepl/ ' v ^ . pnffirp|aterthan thre e months after the mailing date ottnis communiLdt.uM c , c . ..... , 

. Any reply received by the Office later man ^ree 

earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 /U4<d; 

Status 

1)Q Responsive to communication(s) filed on 28 Se ptember 200 1 
2a)B This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 0 Claim(s) 3-54 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) Q Claim(s) 3^54 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q ciaim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing,*) „,ed on __ is/are: a,D accept o, b,D ob.ected to by the Exan^ 

ADDlicant may not request that any objection to the drawing) be held ,n abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 85W 
, m ,ZZ^: 9 correction filed on 2M«2°21 * m aPP-ed „□ disapproved by t be E ,a m ,ner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a,-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have £en received ,n this National Stage 
aoDlication from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17 4a)). 
* See the attache detaiied Office action for a list of the certified copies not received 
14,n AcLowiedgment ,s made of a Ca.m for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. S 119(e) (to a prov,s,ona, application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been receded 
15D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) ^ ^ {pjQ ^ 3) pgper Nq(s) 

1) Q Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 5) n Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) LJ 

3) 0 information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-U49) Paper No(s, 10 6> U Other 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 36-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 36, lines 14-15, contains the phrase "conventional distance" which does 
not allow the exact structure of the invention and/or distance from the viewer to the 
screen to be determined. 

Claim 45, lines 16-17, contains the phrase "conventional distance" which does 
not allow the exact structure of the invention and/or distance from the viewer to the 
screen to be determined. 

Claim 36 recites the limitation "the reflective screen" in Iine10. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 45 recites the limitation "the reflective screen" in line 1 1 . There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 36-44 and 46-54 depend from claims 36 and 45, respectively and thus 
contain the same deficiencies. 
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Claim Rejections -35USC§103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or desc a s s et 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to wh,ch said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gale et al (US 5692820) in view of Rohr (US 4708312). 

Re elms 3-54: Gale et al discloses a projection monitor system for use in combination 
with a personal workspace, in which the system permits an operator to view a computer 
image in a spatially confined area, the system comprising: a personal workspace (desk 
Col 2, line 28) having a first operator location and a spatially confined area (Inherently 
the room where the desk is located); a projector (Fig 4), having at least one video input 
(Col 7 line 32) for accepting a display signal from a connected computer (Col 7 line 40), 
capable of creating a projected computer image based on the display signal, within the 
personal workspace to project a computer image away from the first operator location 
and towards a reflective screen (Col 2 line 2) within the personal workspace, located to 
receive the computer image from the projector and reflect it towards the first operator 
location, wherein the path of the light carrying the computer image from the projector to 
the reflective surface and finally to the operator is a greater distance than a 
conventional distance from a directly transmitting computer monitor to the operator. 
However, Gale et al does not disclose an adjustable arm connected to the planar work 
surface within the personal workspace and positioned in proximity to the first operator 
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location. Rohr discloses an adjustable arm (Fig 1) connected to a planar work surface 
(Col 3, line 58) within a personal workspace and positioned in proximity (Col 1 , lines 9- 
1 0) to the first operator location that allows a display apparatus/projection monitor to be 
positioned in all directions with relative ease (Col 1 , line 43). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to use the support of Rohr connected to the desk of Gale et al to support the display 
apparatus/projection monitor of Gale et al because it would allow the display 
apparatus/projection monitor to be supported in all directions with relative ease as 
suggested by Rohr. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 9-28-01 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The applicant argues (Applicants response entered 9-28-01 p.5 line 2) that 
the screen shown in Gale et al Fig 4 is a transparent screen and not a reflective screen. 
However, this is conjecture on the part of the applicant since Gale et al discloses a 
screen (Col 2, line 2) and goes on to say "The screen can take a number of forms to 
provide varying degrees of light redirection to accommodate the preferences of a 
user" (Col 2, line 15). 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
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the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. C.r. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, the Rohr 
reference gives the motivation to combine by saying that a display apparatus/projection 
monitor (as disclosed by Gale et al) should be used with the disclosed (by Rohr) 
adjustable arm so it can be positioned in all directions with relative ease (Rohr Col 1, 
line 43). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khaled Brown whose telephone number is 703-306- 
5738. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Russell E. Adams can be reached on 703-308-2847. The fax phone 
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numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703- 
308-7722 for regular communications and 703-308-7722 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
1782. 


KB 

November 29, 2001 



